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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to communication filled on March 20, 
2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Crill et al. U.S. Pat. No. 6,445,822 (hereinafter Crill) in view of U.S. Pat. No. 
7,007,076 to Hess et al (hereinafter Hess). 

4. Reference to claim 1 , Crill teaches a system, comprising: 

a client which allows entry of image information (col. 5, line 10-30 and 
Fig. 1, numeral 102, Crill teaches in step 102 creating search images that the 
user wants to search), and 

a server, including a database associated with the server, said server 
connected to said client to receive said image information (col. 5, lines 34 - 37, 
Crill teaches candidate images maybe located on one or more centralized or 
distributed application servers, database servers, website servers or other 
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devices) and using said image information to search said database associated 
with the server which meet criteria specified in said image information (col. 5 t 
lines 9-30 and Fig. 1 and 2, Crill teaches comparing reference image with 
candidate image) and forming search results based on said image information 
(Fig. 1, numeral 108 and col. 5, lines 22 - 25, 108 provides to the user the results 
of comparison and the degree of matching and correlation). 

Although the system discloses by Crill shows substantial features of the 
claimed invention (discussed above), it fails to explicitly teach that a sever for 
items to be purchased. Nonetheless these limitations are well known in the art 
and would have been an obvious modification of the system disclosed by Hess. 
Hess teaches a sever for items to be purchased (abstract and Fig. 2-3) . Given 
the teachings of Crill and Hess, it would have been obvious for a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Crill and 
Hess the in order to allow prospective purchaser to make a more informed 
decision (col. 2, line 1-7). 

5. Regarding 10, Crill teaches a method, comprising: 

entering image information to a client on the network (col. 5, line 10-30 
and Fig. 1, numeral 102, Crill teaches in step 102 creating search images that 
the user wants to search); and 

sending said image information to a server on said network and using said 
image information to search database information on said server on said network 
(col. 5, lines 34 - 37, Crill teaches candidate images maybe located on one or 
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more centralized or distributed application servers, database servers, website 
servers or other devices and see col. 5, lines 9-30 and Fig. 1 and 2, where Crill 
teaches comparing reference image with candidate image)); and returning 
search results from said server to said client (Fig. 1, numeral 108 and col. 5, 
lines 22 - 25, 108 provides to the user the results of comparison and the degree 
of matching and correlation). Nonetheless, Crill fails to teach returning search 
results from said server to said client included price information associated with 
items in said search results. However, Hess teaches returning search results 
from said server to said client included price information associated with items in 
said search results (See Fig. 1 and 9A) There it would have been obvious for a 
person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include price 
information because it would have allowed the user to make informed decisions 
(col. 2, lines 1 -7). 

6. Reference to claim 2, Crill teaches wherein said client allows forming initial 
image information, and subsequently setting parameters associated with said 
initial image information using a user interface (see col.6, line 56 - 30). 

7. As to claims 3 and 13, Crill teaches wherein one of said parameters 
associated with said image information includes exclusion information to exclude 
from said search results, and said server forms said search results which do not 
include said exclusion information (see col.7, line 17-31, when cropping the 
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image, it is excluding. The cropping is done to a reference image which an 
image that is going to be searched). 

8. Claim 4 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Crill in view of Hess and further in view of Jain et al , U.S Pat. 
No. 5,893,095 (hereinafter Jain). Crill teaches, wherein one of said parameters 
includes a selection of a more important image portion, which is more important 
than other image portions, (see. Col. 18, line 63 -col. 19, line 11). Crill and 
Hess do not explicitly teach said client forms search results which are weighted 
according to said more important image portion. However, Jain discloses said 
client forms search results which are weighted according to said more important 
image portion (see col. 3, line 30 - 40). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
for a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine 
the teachings of Crill, Hess and Jain in order to show the most similar image, 
eliminating the need for searching through all the results by the user. 



9. Regarding claims 5 and 15, Crill wherein one of said parameters includes 
an image size, and said client forms search results which only include results 
having said specified image size (col. 7, line 17-31). 
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10. As to claim 6, Crill teaches a system as in claim 2, wherein said client 
includes a scanner to allow entry of said initial image information (col. 6, line 56 - 
66). 

1 1 . Reference to claim 7, Crill teaches a system as in claim 2, wherein said 
client includes a tablet to allow entry of said initial image information (col. 6, line 
56 - 66). 

12. As to claim 8, Crill teaches a system as in claim 2, wherein one of said 
parameters associated with said image information includes a color, and said 
server operates to find items based on said color information in addition to said 
image information (col. 7, line 1 -16) 

13. Regarding claim 9, Crill does not explicitly teach wherein said server is 
associated with an electronic commerce site, and said search results include 
price information for items associated with said search results. However, these 
limitations are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Crill, as evidenced by Hess. Hess 
teaches search results include price information for items associated with said 
search results (see Fig. 1 and 9A). Given the teachings of Crill and Hess, a 
person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the 
desirability and advantages of modifying Crill by the well known or conventional 
features of online shopping such as disclosed by Hess, in order to enable the 
user to make informed decisions. 
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14. Claim 11, has similar limitations as to claim 2, therefore, it is rejected 
under the same rational of claim 2. 

15. As to claim 14, Crill discloses a method as in claim 1 3, wherein said 
exclusion information includes image information (see col. 7, line 17-31). 

16. Reference to claim 16, Crill teaches a method as in claim 1 1 , further 
comprising displaying said image information as part of a graphical user 
interface, and using said graphical user interface to enter said parameters (Fig. 2 
and col.. 6, line 56 - col. 7, line 16). 

17. Claim 17 has similar limitations as to claims 1 and 10 and although claims 
1 and 10 are not identical of claim 17, claim 17 does not further teach or differ 
over the limitations thought by claims 1 and 10. Therefore, claim 17 is rejected 
under the same rational as claims 1 and 10. 

18. Regarding claim 18, Crill teaches wherein searching image information 
includes an image, and additional information about the searching, in addition to 
said image (col. 6, line 56 - 31). 

19. Claim 19 has the same limitations as claims 3 and 13, thus it is rejected 
under the same rational. 
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20. Claim 20 has the same limitations as claim 8; therefore, it is rejected 
under the same rational. 

Response to Arguments 

21. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 4, 9, 10, 12, 13, and 17 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

22. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 3 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. It is assumed that the applicant agrees with the 
examiner that cropping an image or excluding information from an image is the 
same as explained in Final Rejection. The applicant is also reminded that 
cropping is done to the reference image, which the image used to do the search. 
So when the results of the search is presented, obviously it will not include the 
cropped portion of the image. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Sahera Halim whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-4003. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001. The fax 
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phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Sahera Halim 
Patent Examiner 
AU.2157 

May 28, 2006 
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